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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address « 
Period for Reply 
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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is responsive to communications filed on July 1 1 , 2005. 

The amendments of claims 21-23 and 66-69 have made them overcome the rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. §1 12, second paragraph, thus the rejection of claims 21-23 and 66-69 has been 
withdrawn. 

Applicants' arguments regarding claims 1-9, 12-19, 24-56, 58-65, and 70-73 have been 
fully considered, but they are not persuasive. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 1-9, 12-19, 24-56, 58-65, 69, and 70-73 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Widegren et al (US 6,621,793), hereinafter Widegren. 
Regarding claims 1, 24, 36, and 48, as shown in Figures 17-20, Widegren discloses a 
system for controlling the providing of service to a policy system comprising three majors 
components: the policy rules and storage (policy database), the policy enforcement point, and the 
policy decision point (col. 9: lines 67 - col. 10: line 3). 

Widegren also discloses a method of providing services to user equipment (UE) in a 
communications network including a database storing subscriber information regarding users of 
the user equipment obtaining the services (bearer level), a policy enforcement entity (GGSN, EP, 
PCF) coupled to the user equipment for obtaining connection to sessions, and a policy decision 
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entity (PCF) coupled to the policy enforcement entity and to the database (application server; 
col. 14: lines 36-47) for determining policy governing the providing of the services from at least 
one network or server (SIP Proxy Server; col. 13: lines 34-44) coupled to the policy decision 
entity (Fig. 20; Abstract; col. 11: lines 43-61; col. 15: lines 18-62). 
The method comprising: 

providing from the database (application server) to the policy decision entity (PCF) the 
subscriber information regarding permitted conditions for the users to obtain the services 
(subscribed QoS profile); 

providing service provider information (IP BS Manager) from the at least one network or 
server (local SIP proxy server) regarding the services (bearer level) offered to the user 
equipment, which is utilized by the policy decision entity (col. 13: lines 55-59); 

and forming policy rules (session thru/session termination) at the policy decision entity 
based upon the subscriber information and the service information (col. 15: lines 44-62); and 

wherein a requesting user equipment (UE) transmits a request for a session to the 
communications network which is processed by the policy decision entity (PCF) in accordance 
with the policy rules to determine if a session is to be allowed and if the session is allowed 
determining characteristics of the service (bearer service) to be provided to the requesting user 
equipment and the policy enforcement entity enforces at least one characteristic of an allowed 
session upon the communication network to insure that the allowed session obtained by the 
requesting user equipment has the at least one characteristic of the allowed session (col. 10: lines 
33-65; col. 13: lines 30 - col. 17: line 54, esp. col. 13: lines 45 - 63; col. 14: lines 18-59; and col. 
15: lines 18-62). 
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Regarding claims 2, 25, 37, and 49, Widegren also discloses the policy decision entity is 
a policy control function (col. 15: lines 28-30). 

Regarding claims 3, 26, 38, and 50, Widegren also discloses the policy enforcement 
entity is a Gateway General Packet Radio Access Node (GGSN; col. 4: lines 34-45; col. 10: lines 
26-33; col. 13: line 52 - col. 14: line 59). 

Regarding claims 4, 6, 8, 30, 42, 51, 53, and 55, Widegren also discloses the subscriber 
information (types of bearer) comprises allowed services (authorized envelope) which may be 
provided to the user equipment by the at least one network or server (col. 13: lines 45-56; and 
col 16: lines 44-65). 

Regarding claim 5, 7, 9, 27-29, 31, 39-41, 43, 52, 54, and 56, Widegren also discloses the 
allowed services/characteristics are defined by a service name (e.g., traffic bandwidth 
requirements, security considerations), a quality of service class (QoS), and a bit rate (e.g., peak 
information rate, mean information rate) at which the requested session is provided to the 
requesting user equipment by the at least one network or server (col. 9: lines 46-61; col. 16: lines 
50-51; and col. 17: lines 46-53). 

Regarding claim 12, 14, 16, 18, 32, 34, 44, 46, 58, 60, 62, and 64, Widegren also 
discloses the service information comprises quality of service information (col. 9: lines 46-61; 
col. 16: lines 50-51; and col. 17: lines 46-53). 

Regarding claim 13, 15, 17, 19, 33, 35, 45, 47, 59, 61, 63, and 65, Widegren also 
discloses the quality of service information comprises bandwidth (col. 2: lines 39-52; and col. 9: 
lines 49-61). 
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Regarding claim 69, though Widegren does not explicitly call for making the policy rules 
as the default rule when the subscriber information is not available, but since that if the 
subscriber information is used to verify user's entitlement, in case of missing subscriber 
information, it is inherent the policy rules are used as default policy rules. 

Regarding claims 70-73, Widegren also discloses the communication network is a packet 
switched network (col. 1: lines 15-18; and col. 4: lines 34-35). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 10, 11, 20-23, 57, and 66-68 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed July 1 1 , 2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues Widegren fails to disclose or suggest "providing from the database 
(application server) to the policy decision entity (PCF) the subscriber information ..." , and "to 
even mention that the application server stores or forwards the "subscribed QOS profile " " 
(pages 20-21). 

However, since Widegren teaches the QoS connection is connected or disconnected 
based on event triggered by the application server (col. 1 1 : line 62 - col. 12: line), it is inherent 
the application server provides the user QoS information to the policy decision entity. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/670,22 1 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2151 

According to still a further aspect, the gate is closed when the application server sends 
an event trigger(s) to the policy server to request a gate closing and the policy server sends a 
corresponding gate close command to the gateway support node to close the gate. (col. 1 1 : line 
62 - col. 12: line 12). 

Applicant also argues "there is no disclosure in Widegren that the IP BS Manager 
provides any information from the local SIP proxy server, let alone providing 
service provider information 

However, as Widegren discloses the PCF may receive information from different 
applications that want to apply control to various functions. The application server support in 
the network may be provided by the proxy server.... While the function the different applications 
are controlling within the GGSN may be the same, the actual information supplied by the 
application and how that information is used may be different Therefore, there may be a range 
of protocol between the PCF and the applications. . . When the IP BS Manger in the GGSN 
contacts the PCF, the PCF decides not just whether the UE is authorized for the bearer type, but 
whether the applications has approved the connection to be made at this time", (col 14: lines 
36-67). Inherently, the proxy server provides information regarding the services offered to the 
user equipment, which is utilized by the policy decision entity to either authorize or deny the 
QoS connection. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner should be directed to Van Kim T. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-3073. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung, can be reached on 571-272-3939. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-272-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Van Kim T. Nguyen 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2151 
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